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DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION—AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTION CHANGES 

[Fiscal years, in millions of dollars] 

House Committee 
2009 2010 2010–2014 Total 

BA Outlays BA Outlays BA Outlays 

Current allocation: 
Ways and Means .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 6,840 6,840 37,000 37,000 

Change in the Medicare Premium Fairness Act (H.R. 3631): 
Ways and Means .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 2,065 2,065 0 0 

Revised allocation: 
Ways and Means .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 0 8,905 8,905 37,000 37,000 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BISHOP of Utah addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. FRANKS of Arizona addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

WHERE IS THE HEALTH CARE 
REFORM BILL? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. DEAL) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
Congress recessed on July 31 for the be-
ginning of the August recess. On that 
day, H.R. 3200 passed out of the com-
mittees that had jurisdiction. That is 
the health care reform bill. It passed 
out of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, on which I serve, late on that 
Friday evening, the last day in July. 
And everybody in this House went 
home for the August recess. 

During that period of time, I held 
town hall meetings, as did many of my 
colleagues. There were TEA parties. 
There were freedom rallies. The Amer-
ican public spoke out as they have not 
done in a very long time and much of 
their frustration centered around the 
bill H.R. 3200 that at that point in time 
had passed all of the committees of the 
House and was ready for action on the 
floor. 

But the American public sent a mes-
sage, a message that they don’t like 
the runaway spending that Congress 
has been engaged in. They don’t like 
many of the programs that they think 
are jeopardizing the future of their 
children and grandchildren in terms of 
the repayment responsibilities. But 
more than anything else, they sent the 
message that they do not want their 
health care tampered with and taken 
over by the United States Government. 

Now, surprisingly, that message ap-
parently has not been heard on the 
floor of this House. 

Yesterday in the committee of pri-
mary jurisdiction that has H.R. 3200, 
the bill was, in effect, reopened for fur-
ther amendments. Now, you would 
think that if the bill is going to be re-
visited that we would have heard not 
only from the American people but we 
would have heard from the President of 
the United States, who on September 9 
spoke right here on the floor of the 
House. At the time he enunciated 
issues that he was in favor of. Repub-
licans agreed with many of those 
things. But the question we had at the 
time was, where is the bill that em-
bodies the things that you say you’re 
in favor of? We did not see a bill then, 
and, unfortunately, we have not seen 
one since that time. 

So yesterday in the committee of pri-
mary jurisdiction, you would think 
that we would have seen a bill that em-
braced the principles that the Presi-
dent said he was in favor of even 
though they were not embraced in the 
bill that was the only bill before this 
House when the President was actually 
speaking. You would think it would 
have embraced many of the issues that 
the American public said they were 
concerned about. 

Republicans attempted to offer a bill 
that would have embraced those issues 
where there should be bipartisan sup-
port, but we were not allowed to have 
a vote. 

There are many issues that are en-
compassed in this debate. One that I 
have supported for a very long time is 
that if we are going to use taxpayer 
money, we should verify the citizenship 
of individuals who are going to receive 
the benefits of that taxpayer money be-
cause unless that is verified, there is 
no validity to simply saying that we 
are not going to spend taxpayers’ 
money for people who have violated 
our law and are coming into our coun-
try inappropriately. 

So the question remains, Where are 
we on health care reform? The rumors 
now abound that Speaker PELOSI is 
about to introduce a bill that purports 
to address the issues she’s concerned 
with. We haven’t seen the bill. I would 
ask the question, Is that bill going to 
come before the committees of juris-
diction? Is there going to be a hearing 
on it? Are committees going to have 
the opportunity to amend it? Or is it 
going to go, as so many other things 
have gone in this body during these 
last few months, straight to the floor 
of this House with very little, if any, 

opportunity to have an input from the 
Representatives, who are the elected 
representatives of the people of this 
great country? 

Those are the questions that still re-
main. They are still unanswered. 

I would conclude, again, if there is 
something that we have gained from 
what we have heard from the President 
and, more particularly, what we have 
heard from the American public during 
the August recess, where is the bill 
that puts it in writing? We have yet to 
see it. 

f 

THE LACK OF TRANSPARENCY OF 
WHERE OUR TAX DOLLARS ARE 
GOING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. FORBES) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, across 
this country there are many people 
today who are worried, and they’re 
concerned and are even fearful about a 
number of things, but two of those 
things consistently work their way to 
the top. 

The first one is the enormous amount 
of debt that this country is incurring 
and this administration is imposing 
upon our children and our grand-
children and, secondly, the lack of 
transparency of where our dollars are 
going. 

If you look at the millions of dollars 
that have gone to ACORN, no one in 
this administration can tell you where 
they went and account for them. We 
have got millions of dollars going to 
banks that no one can account for; bil-
lions of dollars in the stimulus package 
that no one can account for; billions of 
dollars in welfare benefits that no one 
can trace and account for. And we have 
czars popping up all over the place with 
no accountability. 

So we look at these people across the 
country who are fearful and concerned, 
and sometimes we say why are they as-
sembling themselves together and why 
are they using some of the language 
that they are using? But what are their 
options? 

And let’s look at just one agency, the 
Department of Defense. Many of us 
have been concerned that these huge 
expenditures are for the first time put-
ting us in a position where our budget 
is driving our defense posture as op-
posed to our defense posture driving 
our budget. 

This year when the Defense budget 
came to the Armed Services Com-
mittee, the Secretary of Defense was 
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required by this Congress, by law, to 
submit two things with that budget: 
first of all, a plan about the number of 
ships that we have, a shipbuilding plan, 
so that we could look at that plan and 
see how it matches up to threats that 
we have around the world. And the sec-
ond thing was an aviation plan. It just 
makes sense that you have a plan and 
know how many planes you’re building 
and where they’re going to be so that 
we can see that we can defend this 
country. As the ranking member of the 
Readiness Subcommittee it is impor-
tant, I felt, for us to know those risk 
factors. 

The law says specifically in 10 U.S. 
Code, section 231 that the Secretary 
has to submit a shipbuilding plan and 
then certify that this budget will meet 
it. The law also says he has to submit 
an aviation plan and certify that this 
budget will meet it. This year he sim-
ply refused to do it. 

And, Mr. Speaker, when we then said 
what are our options, we thought, first 
of all, let’s just be polite. So we wrote 
a letter, I wrote it, as ranking member 
of the Readiness Subcommittee of the 
Armed Services Committee, asking 
him to submit those plans. Do you 
know what we got? This is what we 
got: absolutely nothing. 

So then we decided let’s work in a bi-
partisan manner to see if we could cor-
rect that. So the Armed Services Com-
mittee issued a congressional inquiry 
demanding that the Secretary of De-
fense comply with the law and simply 
give us the plan for shipbuilding and 
aviation and certify that this budget 
would meet it. And, Mr. Speaker, this 
is exactly what we got: nothing. 

Every member of the Armed Services 
Committee unanimously agreed that 
that information should be submitted 
by September 15 and issued that in the 
congressional inquiry. And, to date, 
the Secretary of Defense has refused to 
turn over those dollars, those figures, 
that certification, and those plans. 

Mr. Speaker, I just ask you this: How 
can the Secretary of Defense look at 
our men and women in uniform and say 
we expect you to follow the law, to fol-
low the statutes that Congress has 
passed and the President has signed, 
but they apply to you and not me? 

I don’t know what options we have; 
but I know this, Mr. Speaker, that I’m 
going to continue to come on this floor 
day after day after day until the Sec-
retary complies with the law and gives 
the Armed Services Committee what 
he’s supposed to give us, a shipbuilding 
plan and an aviation plan and the cer-
tifications that our budget will meet 
those so that we are defending the 
United States of America. 

f 

b 1330 

OUR FRIENDS IN EUROPE: YOU 
WILL NOT BE FORGOTTEN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, a na-
tional missile defense: I am aghast at 
its being dropped by this administra-
tion. 

First of all, we have a missile defense 
program, and that protects the west 
coast against a launch by a rogue na-
tion, namely, North Korea. The na-
tional missile defense site proposed 
plan for Europe was designed primarily 
to defend our eastern coast against a 
rogue attack by Iran, so that’s why I 
reject the arguments of this adminis-
tration. This administration is citing 
concerns into Europe. 

The benefit of the national missile 
defense site was that we got a twofer 
from this. Not only did we get a sys-
tem, again, that’s already in applica-
tion on the western coast—we have a 
system in place to protect our eastern 
seaboard from a launch of an inter-
continental ballistic missile, armed by 
a nuclear warhead by Iran against our 
eastern coast—but it also gives cov-
erage to our allies and friends in the 
vast majority of Europe. 

Our allies, the Poles and the Czechs, 
worked hard to educate their public to 
bring together consensus and to sup-
port the two sites—one being a radar 
site in the Czech Republic and another 
being an interceptor site in Poland. 

What did they do based upon the ne-
gotiations with us? What is our re-
sponse to them? Our response to them 
is to now reject and to turn away from 
this site. 

Now, the launch sites in Poland are a 
few interceptors, not the hundreds of 
offensive missiles that are placed in 
Russia. The interceptors were never a 
threat to Russia. However, this admin-
istration now bows to the totalitarian 
regime in Russia at the rejection of our 
friends and allies in the democratic 
countries in Eastern Europe—our 
friends the Poles and the Czechs—who 
have worked hard, who have solid 
democratic institutions, who support 
the war on terror, and who are our al-
lies in the battle of freedom. So we side 
with the Russians in opposition to our 
Eastern European friends and neigh-
bors. 

You know, Russia may have been 
successful in causing this administra-
tion to back away from its commit-
ment, but I want them to understand 
there are still many, many Members in 
this Chamber who will not kowtow to 
you or bow to the threats imposed by a 
reemergent Russia. Russia has meddled 
in the affairs of the Eastern European 
countries for long enough, most re-
cently in the invasion of Georgia, med-
dling in the Ukraine and trying to de-
stabilize their neighbors on the bor-
ders. 

We will continue to fight for those 
freedom-loving, democratic institu-
tions in Eastern Europe, especially for 
the countries I mentioned before—the 
Ukraine and Georgia—and for the peo-
ple who want democracy in Belarus. We 
will not allow a reemergent Russia to 
try to build a new sphere of influence 
that will deprive these people of free-
dom. 

This battle on national missile de-
fense is the first victory for Russia in, 
again, attacking the credibility of the 
leadership of our country and in caus-
ing us to back down to commitments 
we made, not only to our citizens on 
the eastern coast but also to our allies 
and friends in Europe as a whole, and 
particularly to the Eastern European 
countries. 

For years, the Eastern European 
countries have been called the ‘‘captive 
nations’’ because these were the coun-
tries which were under the totalitarian 
regime, under the old Soviet Socialist 
Republic system. They were deprived of 
their freedoms for decades. Of course, 
that is the desire of this new emergent 
Russia—to bring them back into that 
sphere. It is disappointing that this ad-
ministration didn’t stand strong in 
support of freedom and democracy and 
keep the movement on the national 
missile defense reaching forward. 

We look forward to continuing this 
debate. I just want to send a message 
to our friends in Europe that you will 
not be forgotten. 

f 

THE PROGRESSIVE CAUCUS 
MESSAGE HOUR 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. ELLISON) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I am 
KEITH ELLISON, here to claim the time. 

The Progressive Caucus message 
hour, which comes to the House floor 
every week, week after week, with a 
Progressive message will be short to-
night. We want to let our Republican 
colleagues know that. Tonight, though 
short, it will be a very potent and ef-
fective message because it is a Progres-
sive message. 

Obviously, everything these days is 
health care. Health care is a crucial 
issue, but it’s important to understand 
that, from a Progressive standpoint, 
health care reform is part of an overall 
package of reform for middle and work-
ing class people in America. 

How are you doing with your family 
budget when you see, over the last 10 
years, that health care premiums have 
increased, that deductibles are increas-
ing and that copays are increasing? 
How is it going when you see your 
neighbors are foreclosed upon and when 
the houses in your neighborhood are 
seeing a reduction in value? That’s real 
wealth you’re losing with this fore-
closure crisis. 

In a Progressive vision of this world, 
we see middle class people and working 
class people—people who are making 
only a little bit, who are making only 
minimum wage—who are actually see-
ing their wages rise, who are seeing 
their health care costs level off and go 
down, who are seeing their home values 
go up, and who are seeing the doors to 
the universities remain open so that 
young people can have real opportuni-
ties in this America. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 23:50 Sep 24, 2009 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00020 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K24SE7.045 H24SEPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

G
8S

O
Y

B
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2019-05-03T08:07:33-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




